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Jan Z8. 18

The Honorable Diane Feinstein
367 Dirksen Senate QOffice Buildlng
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Senator Feinstein,

] have been involved in Radio Controlled Aircraft since 1962. I
am retired and derive many hours of enjoyment from building and
operating Radio Controlled Aircraft. | attend many national and
international events a year. | own the latest radic equipment designed
to function within the new FCC regulations. This is a considerable
investment, three (3) complete radio systems valued at over $1800.00,
that could prove to be worthless if the proposed rules change (PR
Docket 82-235) is adopted.

[ build and fly Giant Scale aircraft that range Iin gize from, 8’
to 12', and weigh from 18 1bs to 40 plus lbs. They are powered by
gasoline engines commonly used in chainsaws., with a displacement of 2
cubic inches to 7 cubic inches, with 2 to 8 HP. They fly at speeds
from 4Cmph to 100+ mph.

These proposed rules changes could put property and persons in
jeporady due to interference problems that would be created by the
passage of PR Docket 82-235.

In the past two years | have had to update my radio systems, buy
NEW equipment (at the cost of over $1800.00) due to FCC rules for
Radio Controlled Aircraft inacted in 1991, that was supposed to ensure
safe operation of RC aircraft. Now in less than two years, my NEW
equipment could becom= obsolete again!

Please help me continue the safe operation and enjoyment of my
hobby by not allowing the FCC to carry out it’'s proposals for the
72-76 MHz band.

Sincerely, Z
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Date: January 20, 1993

The Honorable Diane Feinstein SR TN N LI
909 Montgomery, Suite 204
San Francisco, CA. 94133

Dear Senator Feinstein:

I am interested in the hobby of constructing and operating
radio-controlled model aircraft. I am active in a local club whose
members enjoy this same interest. I personnaly own several radio
systems and many aircraft plus a large inventory of support
equipment. I spend several hundred dollars each year toward this
hobby, dollars that create jobs, jobs that pay Federal and State
Taxes.

The Federal Communications Commision (FCC) is proposing a new
rule, PR Docket 92-235, that if adopted will greatly reduce the
usability of frequencies currently assigned for R/C use and increase
the risk of accidents and attendant liability.

The Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92-235
replaces Part 90 of the rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows
for safe use of R/C aircraft by keeping 10 Khz spacing between fixed
commercial users and frequencies used by R/C enthusiasts. The new
Part 88 will allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.5 Khz of
frequencies available to us, eliminating safe use of at least 31 of
the 50 channels on the 72 MHz band (for R/C aircraft).

When we operate our R/C models, we go to great lengths to
assure the safety of the operators and spectators and the protection
of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful
coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the
number of usable frequencies is reduced as proposed by the FCC, the
remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of safety
will be greatly decreased.

I think it is unwise of the FCC tv seek to expand the operation
of land mobile radio users at the expense of the radio-control
modelers. Interference between two channels of communication
results in a missed word or two. Interference with a radio control
channel will destroy a model aircraft (valued from $200 TO $5000)
and potentially create havoc on the ground. This is a sizeable
industry that must be saved from these detrimental FCC Actions.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not
allowing the FCC to carry out its proposal PR Docket 92-235 for the
72-76 MHz band. We all need your help urgently because the FCC has
a deadline of February 26, 1993 after which it may become more
difficult to stop these proposals from going into effect.

Sincerely,
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Date: January 20, 1993

The Honorable Diane Feinstein 3 EIB -7 AR
909 Montgomery, Suite 204 R
San Francisco, CA. 94133

Dear Senator Feinstein:

I am interested in the hobby of constructing and operating
radio-controlled model aircraft. I am active in a local club whose
members enjoy this same interest. I personnaly own several radio
systems and many aircraft plus a large inventory of support
equipment. I spend several hundred dollars each year toward this
hobby, dollars that create jobs, jobs that pay Federal and State
Taxes.

The Federal Communications Commision (FCC) is proposing a new
rule, PR Docket 92-235, that if adopted will greatly reduce the
usability of frequencies currently assigned for R/C use and increase
the risk of accidents and attendant liability.

The Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92-235
replaces Part 90 of the rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows
for safe use of R/C aircraft by keeping 10 Khz spacing between fixed
commercial users and frequencies used by R/C enthusiasts. The new
Part 88 will allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.5 Khz of
frequencies available to us, eliminating safe use of at least 31 of
the 50 channels on the 72 MHz band (for R/C aircraft).

When we operate our R/C models, we go to great lengths to
assure the safety of the operators and spectators and the protection
of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful
coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the
number of usable frequenc1es is reduced as proposed by the FCC, the
remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of safety
will be greatly decreased.

I think it is unwise of the FCC to seek to expand the operation
of land mobile radio users at the expense of the radio-control
modelers. Interference between two channels of communication
results in a missed word or two. Interference with a radio control
channel will destroy a model aircraft (valued from $200 TO $5000)
and potentially create havoc on the ground. This is a sizeable
industry that must be saved from these detrimental FCC Actions.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not
allowing the FCC to carry out its proposal PR Docket 92-235 for the
72-76 MHz band. We all need your help urgently because the FCC has
a deadline of February 26, 1993 after which it may become more
difficult to stop these proposals from going into effect.

2259 McGalliard Ave
Bishop, CA 93514



January 27, 1993

The Honorable Diane Feinstein : QPN I
United States Senate
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Senator Feinstein,

It has been brought to my attention that the FCC has issued a Notice of Proposed Rule Making PR
Docket 92-235 which will institute a massive frequency restructuring. This “restructuring” is actually no
more than the insertion of new *mobile” frequencies in between current frequencies in the 72 and 75 MHz
bands now designated for the use of Radio Controlled cars, boats and airplanes. This is extremely
devastating to me in the area of my life with respect to my leisure time activities.

My daughter, son and mywelf all fly radio controlled model airplanes for recreation, sport and also
in local, regional, and national contests. The type of planes we most generally fly are non-powered R/C
Gliders or Sail Planes. Typically they weigh 5 to 6 Ibe. with a wingspans ranging from 60 to 120 inches (10
feet).

Since these R/C Sail Planes are non-powered (no noise pollution), we are sble to fly them from
school athletic fields, parks and other fields that are located in the middle of residential areas. Our main
concern with the added frequencies is SAFETY. The close proximity of the new insert frequencies to the
established R/C frequencies allows interference and will probably result in crashes of our R/C Sail Planes,
putting the residential areas in grave danger. With the current spacing of the frequencies and design of
around the country transmitting any time or place desired. Unfortunately, crashes of aircraft will probably
occur for no apparent reason due to interference from these mobile land service units causing the operator to
lose control. A model of this size will certainly injure, or more seriously, kill a person if they are hit by a
model streaking uncontrollably to the ground. Damage to other structures (houses, school buildings,
industrial buildings and automobiles) should also be considered.

I currently own 7 transmitters and 9 receivers suitable for controlling radio control model aircraft.
All this equipment will become useless if the new frequencies are allowed to operate within the range of
frequencies (72 to 76 MHz) now designated for the use of Radio Controlied Model Aircraft..

I am the President of the Silent Wings Soaring Associstion, AMA Charter Club #1216, a club with
more than 70 members. Our club flying field is the athletic field of a local junior high school. As you can
imagine it is surrounded by apartments, houses and light industrial buildings. We have a very good
arrangement now and it would be terrible to loose the use of the field due to unexplained crashes more than
likely caused by interference from these new *mobile” transmitters. I am also a member of the Academy of
Model Aeronautics #1534, a body of over 180,000 national members, The League of Silent Flight #5766 and
the National Soaring Society #89-3897. I am also a member of the American Mode! Airport Association,

AMA Charter Club #113 that primarily fly powered airplanes.

Please help me and my family continue the safe enjoyment of our leisure time activities by not
allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72 to 76 MHz band. Vote against this proposal when it
comes up.

o e

Peter E. Olsen Jr.
15409 Oak Grove Court
Chino Hills, CA 91709-2448
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FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
1919 M Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

RE: NPRM-PR Docket 92-235

Gentlemen:
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I am greatly concerned about proposed rules under consideration by the FCC
to create more land-mobile frequencies so close to those assigned for our
| use that it would render all of our equipment virtually useless. At the
| very least, it would create an extremely expensive and dangerous situation
| for the hundreds of thousands of us who enjoy this hobby. These are not
| toys as you may be well aware. In my own case, I have over fifteen
i thousand dollars invested 1in radio equipment, engines and model aircraft
| which I have constructed over many hundreds of hours. I just completed
| one in which I have over two thousand docllars invested. It is appalling
to think that I would be unaple to operate this creation in the same safe
manner I have been afforded in the past by the protection of our allocated
frequencies in the 72-76 MHz band. These frequencies have been assigned
to us by the FCC, many of them in just the last two years.

I have been informed by the radio manufacturers that it would be almost
technically impossible to '"marrow-band' our receivers beyond their present
10 KHz spacing to protect them from the more powerful mobile transmitters
broadcasting only 2.5 KHz away from a large number of our frequencies
under the new proposal.

As noted above, I am just one of hundreds of thousands of citizens who



FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
January 29, 1993
Page Two

Your cooperation in recognizing our long standing interests and continued
protection of the frequencies currently assigned to us will be sincerely
appreciated.

Yours t;gly,

/Georg Gissendaner
5423 Black Avenue, {4
Pleasanton, CA 94566
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FCC #KVvC-2180
Academy of Model Aeronautics

No. 29848
}
cc: The Honorable Diane Feinstein s g};CJ‘,rak/ L,V FpEe Caa p Camal
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510 [?{ ,47u1z22,f14-(22( uéc, P
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The Honorable William Baker /ﬁ/ﬂ' 7 /G‘AVf/ /gn(

United States House of Representatives y
Washington, D.C. 20515 v

Academy of Model Aeronautics
1810 Samuel Morse Drive
Reston, VA 22090
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January 29, 1993
The Honorable Dianne Feinstein
Dirksen Building, Room 368
Washington D.C. 20510 o TE0 -7 i 58

Dear Senator Feinstein:

I am writing you personally because of my concern over PR Docket
92-235 presently being proposed by the Federal Communications
Commission. As I understand that Docket, if adopted, the new rules
would greatly reduce the usability of radio frequencies presently
assigned for model airplane use, and those rules would certainly
increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability for controlling
model airplanes.

I an a retired electrical engineer and have enjoyed this hobby for the
past 10 years. I am also active in our local model aircraft club.
With the adoption of these rules, it poses a serious risk to me if I
continue this hobby.

Technically, it is quite clear that the insertion of new "mobile"
frequencies very close to the presently assigned frequencies, spaced
in very close frequency proximity (2.5 KHz) will cause interference
resulting in model aircraft accidents and liability. Even the best
designed model aircraft control receiver cannot reject adjacent
frequencies at the proposed power levels. Furthermore, their being
mobile, makes it uncertain where they will operate with respect to
model aircraft flying fields.

For the above stated reasons, I strongly urge that you actively
oppose the adoption of PR Docket 92-235.

vin E. Herman
1200 Lachman Lane
Pacific Palisades
California 90272
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I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the Federal
Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules
will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and increase the risk of
accidents and attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for private land
mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from
the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either use interfering with

the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower
bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer to
the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations. I am told that of the 50
frequencies that are presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be

left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to assure the safety of the
operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the
careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is
diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of

safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and weigh as much as 30
or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they are capable of
causing property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference causes the operator to lose
control of the craft. We often fly our models at organized events and contests where hundreds of operators
participate. We need the use of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying

environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions of land mobile radio
users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as business
users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The
hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and contributes to the
advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry out its
proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.

Hail’s Custom Upholstery ‘ .
4811 Amber Lane | Sincerely, ﬂ X/’Z/,//
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JOSEPH R. MILLER
2100 Prospect Street
Menlo Park, California 94025

A FER 7 P2 09
The Honorable Diane Feinstein 27 January 1993

United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Feinstein:

I am an aviation enthusiast who enjoys building and operating radio
controlled model airplanes. As a teacher, the safe operation and continued growth
of this hobby is vital for bringing young people into the world of aerospace and
aviation.

I am very concemed about proposed rules that are currently under
consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding
is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce the usability of
frequencies currently assigned for model use and increase the risk of accidents and
attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This band is
primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio
control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from the land mobile
frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either use interfering
with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them
into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land
mobile frequencies will move closer to the radio control frequencies and cause
interference to radio control operations. Iam told that of the 50 frequencies that are
presently available for the radio control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will
be left if these new rules are adopted.

When model airplane clubs fly their aircraft, we go to great lengths to assure
the safety of the operators and spectators and to protect property. Many of our
precautions involve the careful coordination of our radio frequencies. If the
number of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining
frequencies will become congested and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet
and might weigh as much as 40 pounds. The models are expensive and time-
consuming to build, but more to the point, they are capable of causing property
damage or serious injury if the operator loses control of the craft due to radio
interference. At busy flying sites or at contests, there are often dozens of aircraft
operating simultaneously. We need our full complement of radio frequencies in
order to maintain our excellent safety record and preserve a safe environment for
young people to learn to fly models in.



1 do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions
of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may
not think that we are as important as business users of mobile radios, but we have a
considerable investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The entire
hobby industry would be hurt by this short-sighted solution. This hobby provides
thousands of people like myself with enjoyment as well as advancing the state of
aviation research and education.

The FCC needs to be aware of the concerns of modelers across the country. The
airwaves should be available for everyone and not just big business.*

Please help me to continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing
the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.

Sincerely,

W/Z.M'



The Honorable Dianne Feinstein January 21,1993
331 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20510 g Fro
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Subject: FCC NFRM Pr Docket 92-235

Dear Senator Feinstein:

Let me begin by congratulating you on your recent election. Here's
hoping things will change for the better in Washington. I am writing
to request your assistance in the rejection of the subject proposal
presently before the F.C.C. for adoption.

During the last five years we in the Radic Control Model hobhy were
required to replace all our equipment because the F.C.C. decreased our
frequency spacing from 20 Khz to 10 Khz. The equipment replacement was
very expensive and now they would all be obsoleted by this docket
changing the spacing to 2.5 Khz,

Most of us have been interested in Radio Controlled Models for over
thirty years and we spend much of our leisure time trying to help the
younger generation to learn what a great hobby-sport this is.
Certainly this wonderful pastime offers young people a great
alternative to drugs, for this reason alone it is worthwhile.

This proposal, if adopted,would preclude the safe operation of model
aircraft and make the operators subject to litigation for accidents
caused by radio interference. The models I fly are large, fast ,and
expensive, therefore I take every precaution to operate them safely.
There 1s no precaution I could take to prevent an accident caused by
radio interference by another radic broadcasting perhaps miles away on

a frequency only 2.5 Khz. away from my radio.

It is for the reasons I have stated that the proposals in FCC. NPRM PR
Docket 92-235 to add frequencies between model and commercial

frequencies not be adopted.
e S
Sincerely’// S
ALY,

J




The Honorable Diamne Feinstefﬁg fr3 - . January 21,1993
331 Hart Senate Office Building T2y

Washington, D.C. 20510
Subject: FCC NEFRM Pr Doclket 92-235
Dear Senator Feinstein:

Let me begin by congratulating yoy on vour recent election. Here's
boping things will change for the better in Washington. I am writing
to request your assistance in the rejection of the subject proposal
presently before the F.C.C. for adoption.

During the last five years we in the Radio Control Mcdel hobby were

required to replace all our equipment hecause the F.C.C. decreased our
‘ frequency spacing from 20 Thz to 10 Kz, The equipment replacement was
verv_ezpensive and now thev would all be obsoleted by this docket

Most of us have been interested in Radio Controlled Models for over
thirty years and we spend much of our leisure time trying to help the
younger generation to learn what a great hobby-sport this is.
Certainly this wonderful pastime offers young people a great
alternative to drugs, for this reason alone it is worthwhile.

This proposal, 1f adopted,would preclude the safe operation of model
alrcraft and malke the operators subject to litigation for accidents
caused by radio interference. The models I fly are large, fast ,and
expensive, therefore I take every precaution to operate them safely.
There is no precaution I could take to prevent an accident caused by
radio interference by another radio broadcasting perhaps miles away on
a frequency only 2.5 Khz. away from my radio.

Iy is for the reasons T have stated that the oroposals in FCC. NPRM PR
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The Honorable Dianne Feinstein January 21,1993
331 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20510

Subject: FCC NPRM Pr Docket 92-235
Dear Senator Feinstein:

Let me begin by congratulating you on your recent election. Here's
hoping things will change for the better in Washington. I am writing
to request your assistance iun the rejection of the subject propesal
presently before the F.C.C. for adoption.

During the lazt five yearr we in the Radio Contrnl Mrdel hohbv were
required to replace all our ecuipment because the F.C.C. decreased our
frequency spacing from 20 Khz to 10 Khz. The equipment replacement was
very expensive and now they would all be obsoleted by this docket
changing the spacing to 2.5 Khz..

Most of us have been interested in Radioc Controlled Models for over
thirty years and we spend much of our leisure time trying to help the
younger generation to learn what a great hobby-sport this is.
Certainly this wonderful pastime offers young people a great
alternative to drugs, for this reason alone it is worthwhile.

This proposal, if adopted,would preclude the safe operation of model
aircraft and make the operators subject to litigation for accidents
caused by radio interference. The models I fly are large, fast ,and
expensive, therefore I take evéry precaution to operate them safely.
There is no precaution I could take to prevent an accident caused by
radio interference by another radio broadcasting perhaps miles away on
a frequency only 2.5 Khz. away from my radio.

It is for the reasons I have stated that the proposals in FCC. NPRM PR
Docket 92-235 to add frequencies between model and commercial

frequencies not be adopted.

Sincerely

;é;ilé;*ﬂ¢%>/623/f S%Eiﬁﬁfiél/ ’
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Federal Communications Commis 10&!!? 8
L9919 M Stireet NW

Washington, D.C. 20554
Information Copy To:

Honorable Vic Fazio
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Honorable Robert T. Matsul
U. 5. House of Representatives
Wazinington, D.C. 20515

Honorable Barbara Boxer
307 Cannon Office Bldg.
Wasihington, D.C. 20510

Honorable Dianne Feinstein
367 Dirkson ﬂ*ilrr Bldg.
Washiington D.C. 2051

Ke: FCC FR Docket 92-235

Dear Commissioners,

I am a sixty-five year old retiree who derives a great deal]l of
pleasure from my hobby &f building and flying radio controlled
mode ] aircraft. I am active in my local Model Alrcraft Club and
have been invoived in this activity tuz many years.

Ioown several pleceg of  radio control eguipment w11rh, if  the
aibove  Cclted rule changes are allowed to take effect, will beoome
obsolete. Since this equipment is a little on the expensive side
this would have the effect of putting me out of the radio control
mobby activities that I now enjoy.

N

The 4192 page document addresses frequency use in another service
CRPart 860 but it will also affect Part 95 where our Radio Control
trequenclies now reside. The restructuring wouid inzert two new
frequencles between the ones currently set aside for meodeling use
and commercial  users. This means that there couid be
transmitters with almos four-times the power of our small
radios, operating only 2.5Khz away from a large number of our 72
and 75 Mhz frequencies. In the 72 Mhz band, thirty-one of our

nresent frequencies would be affected at the lower end of the
band below our channel #42. A similar situation would exizt In
the 79 Mhz band.

Not only are these fregquencies close to ours they are  also
degignated  as "Mobile', which means we would have no  way of
Ynoewing  where they were operating including right in our pit
pariking area or  driving down an adiacent street to our  flying
site. Adctitionally, the proposed  tecihoical specifications  for
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January 28,1997

Dear Senator Dianme Feinstein:

I am retired and derive many hours of snjoyment from
constructing and operating radic controlled model airplanes
and I have been interested in aviation for as laong as I
could remember.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the Federal
Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules
will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies FWC--"}IY SSj. pe!dBfor model use and increase the risk of
accidents and attendant liability for controlling model ainjﬁi@.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for private land
mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from

the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either use interfering with
the other.

Now _the EC wants tn.rreate_more land mabile fLr‘ganiec hv snlifting them intn narrqiuer
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The Honorable Ms. Finestein™ Fitiz: 18 January, 28, 1993

United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Maam:

It has been brought to my attention that a notice of Proposed
Rule Making "NPRM - PR DOCKET 92-235". Part 95 of this document
does concern me. Implementation of this document would have a
profound effect on our model frequency use. Why is it that as a
world wide sport and family sport that persons out there do not
know how devastating that this would be. Some of our models weigh
up to 5@ l1lbs, even the smaller ones are fast and while in the air
are controlled by a transmitter that puts out under one watt.
Putting other frequency that close as of only 2.5 kHz away would be
a very big problem as the other fregquency with its much more power
could make any of these planes lose control and a big problem as of
hitting some spectator.

As a modeler of many vyvears and teaching youngsters I think
this proposal would be a big mistake as we already have pagers in
between the frequency we are using now. Not to mention all the
equipment bought by all types of modelers young and old alike.
What are we suppose to do? It seems like if you have enough money

you can do anything. , The model industry are the middle c¢lass
people and do not have that much money to lobby in Washington as
others do. I do think these other parties could find, if not

already have, enough frequency to use and not jump on the little
guy. I hope this letter gets read by some one and gets my point

across.
I thank you for listening to me and please don’t let this

hobby die.

Yours truly

NS,
Marv Za
8200 Rhodes Ave.
North Hollywood, Ca. 91605



The Honorable Diane Feinstein
United States Senate
Washington DC 20510 CH3FER -7 PHIZ: 21

Dear Senator Feinstein,

I am very concerned about the proposed rule that is cur-
rently under consideration by the Federal Communications Commis-
sion (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted the
new rule will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies cur-
rently assigned for Radio Controlled model use and increase the
risk of accidents and attendant liability.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 Mhz band.
This band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch
operation. However, our radio control frequencies in this band
are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we
have been able to share the band without interference.

The Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92-
235 replaces Part 90 of the rules with & new Part 88. Part 390 al-
lows for safe use of R/C aircraft and ..rface models by keeping
10 Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and fregquencies use
by R/C enthusiasts. The new Part 88 will allow mobile users on
frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us,
eliminating safe use of at least 31 of %0 channels on the 72 Mhz
band (for R/C aircraft) and 10 of the 10 frequencies on the 75
Mhz band (for R/C cars and boats) now used by hobbyist. In fact
more channels will likely be affected.

When we operate our models, we go to great lengths to assure
the safety of the operators and bystanders and the protection of
property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful
coordinations and use of the radio control frequencies. If the
number usable frequencies are diminished as proposed by the FCC,
the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of
safety will be greatly decreased.

I don’t think it is wise of the FCC to seek to expand the
operation of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio con-
trolled modelers. It is a sizable industry that must be saved
from these detrimental FCC actions. The hobby provides many hours
of enjoyment to hundreds of thousands of people like myself.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by
not allowing the FCC to carry out its proposal PR Docket 92-235
for the 72-76 Mhz band. We need your help now on this matter as
the FCC has a February 26, 1993 deadline after which it may be
very difficult to avoid having these proposals going into affect.

Sincerely,
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The Honorable Diane Feinstein
United States Senate
Washington DC 20510

Dear Senator Feinstein, ™

I am very concerned about the proposed rule that is cur-
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rently assigned for Radio Controlled model use and increase the
risk of accidents and attendant liability.

\
g Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 Mhz band.
i This band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch
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Dear Senator Feinstein,

I am very concerned about the proposed rule that is cur-
rently under consideration by the Federal Communications Commis-
sion (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted the
new rule will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies cur-
rently assigned for Radio Controlled model use and increase the
risk of accidents and attendant liability.
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Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 7C Mha Lu..a.
This band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch
operation. However, our radio control frequencies in this band
are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we
have been able to share the band without interference.

The Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92-
235 replaces Part 90 of the rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 al-
lows for safe use of R/C aircraft and surface models by keeping
10 Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies use
by R/C enthusiasts. The new Part 88 will allow mobile users on
frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us,
eliminating safe use of at least 31 of 50 channels on the 72 Mhz
band (for R/C aircraft) and 10 of the 30 frequencies on the 75
Mhz band (for R/C cars and boats) now used by hobbyist. In fact
more channels will likely be affected.

When we operate our'models, we go to great lengths to assure
the safety of the operators and bystanders and the protection of
property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful
coordinations and use of the radio control frequencies. If the
number usable frequencies are diminished as proposed by the FCC,
the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of
safety will be greatly decreased.

I don’t think it is wise of the FCC to seek to expand the
operation of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio con-
trolled modelers. It 1is a sizable industry that must be saved
from these detrimental FCC actions. The hobby provides many hours
of enjoyment to hundreds of thousands of people like myself.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by
not allowing the FCC to carry out its proposal PR Docket 92-235
for the 72-76 Mhz band. We need your help now on this matter as
the FCC has a February 26, 1993 deadline after which it may be
very difficult to avoid having these proposals going into affect.

Sincerely,
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